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18.2 per cent shortage, calculated on the basis of 6 capsules of 5% min., and 25.6
per cent shortage, calculated on the same husis, of 50 additional capsules of

3 min., and analysis showed that the product was composed of at least 50
per cent cottonseed oil and resins from apiol and oil savin.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the label was false
and misleading in that the capsules purported to contain the amount of the drug
compound indicated on the label, whereas they contained a lessfer] amount, and
for the further reason that it purported to be composed of the drugs indicated
on the label, whereas it had been diluted by the addition of cottonseed oil.
Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance for the further reason
that it was an imitation of, and was offered for sale under the distinctive name
of, another article, to wit, *“ Ergot Apiol Compound.”

On June 30, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product should be destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. Bary, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

7175. Adulteraticn of oranges. U. 8. % #* *¥ v, 332 PBoxes of Oranges.
Consent deeree of condemnation and forfeiture, Product ordered
released on bond. (F. & D. No. 9932, I. S. Nos. 13421~r, 13422-r. S, No.
E-1274.)

On March 22, 1919, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 392 hoxes of oranges, remaining unsold in the original un-
broken packages at Pittsburgh, Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped
on or about March 6, 1919, by the California Fruit Growers Exchange, Uplan(’ﬂ
Cal., and transported from the State of California into the State of Pennsyl-
vania, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed vegetable substance.

On April 4, 1919, Owen G. Butts, Pittsburgh, Pa., claimant, having consented
to a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product should be released to said claimant upon
the payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the
sum of $1500, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

. D. BaLr, Acting Sccretary of Agriculture.

7176, Mishbranding of cheese, U. &, * ¥ * ¥, 20 Cartong of Cheese. Con-
sent decreec of condemnation and forfeiture, Product orvdered re-~
leased on bond. (F. & D. No. 9941, L S. Nos. 7068-r, 7069-r, 7070-r,
T071-r, T072-r. 8. No. C-1119.)

Cn March 25, 1919, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Wisconsin, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 20 cartons of cheege, consigned on or, about March 4, 1919,
remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages at Milwaukee, Wis., alleg-
ing that the article had been shipped by the J. L. Kraft & Bros. Co., Chicago,
J1I., and transported from the State of Illinois into the State of Wisconsin, and
charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The
article was variously labeled ‘ Elkhorn Swiss Cheese” © ° “horn Roguefort

American Cheese,” “ Elkhorn Kraft Cheese—Chile fhavar,” “ Liikhorn Kraft
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Cheese—Pimento Flavor,” and ‘“ Elkhorn Kraft Cheese,” and in each case
“J. L. Kraft & Bros. Co.; Chicago-New York.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the labels borne
on the cans containing the article represented that each can contained } pound
of cheese, which was false and misleading, inasmuch as the contents of each can
was less than that amount, averaging in percentage from 6 per cent to 11.5
per cent shortage in weight; and for the further reason that the statenmient, to
wit, “ Contents one-quarter pound,” deceived and migled the purchaser. Mis-
branding of the article was alleged for the further reason that it was food in
package form, and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and con-
spicuously marked on the outside of the packages and upon each can in terms
of weight, since the amount stated was not a correct statement of the quantity
of food contained in each package or tin can.

On May 10, 1919, the said J. L. Kraft & Bros. Co., claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was en-
tered, and it was ordered by the court that the product should be released to
said claimant upon the payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execu-
tion of a bound in the sum of $200, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

E. D. BarL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

7177, Adulteration and misbranding of Balsam Cop=ziba, Salol Compound,
and Methylene Biwe Compound. U. 8. * * * v, 69 Boxes of Bal-
sam Copaiba, Salel Compound, and Methylene Blue Compound.
Default deeree of condemnation, forfeiture, anfd destruction. (F, &
D. No. 9042, 1. 8. Ngs. 6192-r, 6195-r, 6196-r. 8. No. C-1116.)

On March 27, 1919, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Ohio, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and condemna-
tion of 69 boxes of capsules, 8§ of which contained balsam copaiba, 5 of which
contained methylene blue compeound, and 56 of which contained salol compound,
at Cleveland, O., alleging that the articles had been shipped on or about January
15, 1918, and February 13, 1918, by the Evans Drug Mfg. Co., Greensburg, Pa.,
and transported from the State of Pennsylvania into the State of Ohio, and
charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Feod and Drugs Act.
The capsules of Balsam Copaiba were labeled in part, “ Copaiba 10 min.,” the
capsules of Methylene Blue Compound were labeled in part, “ Oil Santal 13
min., Copaiba Para 1% min., Oil Cinnamon 1% min., Methylene Blue 1 gr.,” and
the capsules of Salol Compound were labeled in part, “ Balsam Copaiba 10 min.,
Qleoresin Cubeb 5 min., Salol 33 gr., Pepsin Aseptic (1:3000) 1 gr.”

Analyses of samples of the three articles made by the Bureau of Chemistry
of this department showed that the capsules marked “ Copaiba 10 min.” were
deficient in quantity of contepts an average of 13.2 per cent and 23.2 per cent
in two representative series of capsules, and that the contents consisted of ap-
proximately 50 per cent cottenseed oil; that the capsules marked * Methylene
Blue Compound ” were deficient in quantity of contents an average of 25.3 per
cent and 28.7 per cent in two representative series of capsules, and tHat the
contents consisted of approximately 50 per cent cottonseed oil; and that the
capsules labeled “ Salol Compound ” consisted of a mixture containing 50 per
cent to 60 per cent cottonseed oil

Adulteration of the 8 boxes of Balsam Copaiba was allewed in the libel for
the reason that it was scld under and by a name recognized by the United
States Pharmacopeeia and differed from the standard of strength, quality, and



